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presbyter, about the commencement of the fifth cen-
tury. The letter used to be ascribed to Jerome; Eras-
mus referred it to Sophronius; but Baronius says it
was written "by an egregious forger of lies," ("egregius
mendacioram concinnator,") who lived after the here-
sies of Nestorius and Eutyches had been condemned.
I am not at all anxious to enter upon that point of
criticism; that the letter is of very ancient origin can-
not be doubted. This document would lead us to con-
clude, that so far from the tradition regarding the
Virgin's assumption being general in the Church, it
was a point of grave doubt and discussion among the
faithful, many of whom thought it an act of pious for-
bearance to abstain altogether from pronouncing any
opinion on the subject. Whoever penned the letter, and
whether we look to the sensible and pious sentiments
contained in it, or to its undisputed antiquity, the fol-
lowing extract cannot fail to be interesting !.

" Many of our people doubt whether Mary was taken
up together with, her body, or went away, leaving' the
body. But how, or at what time, or by what persons
her most holy body was taken hence, or whither re-
moved, or whether it rose again, is not known ; although
some will maintain that she is already revived, and is
clothed with a blessed immortality with Christ in hea-
venly places, which very many affirm also of the blessed

1 Baronius shows great anxiety (Cologne, 1609, vol. i. p. 408) to
detract from the value of this author's testimony, whoever he was;
sharply criticising him because he asserts, that the faithful in his time
still expressed doubts as to the matter of fact of Mary's assumption.
By assigning, however, to the letter a still later date than the works
of Sophronius, Baronius adds strength to the arguments for the com-
paratively recent origin of the tradition of her assumption. See
Fabricius (Hamburgh, 1804), vol. ix. p. 160.
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